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This research publication is usefulIt has a clear 

knowledge claim 

(thesis, proposition, 

argument, 

conjecture, 

conclusion) which 

is novel, empirically 

falsifiable and 

written as a 

comparison, ie. that 

X is A and not B.

What of research 

questions?

Research questions 

should be 

convertable to a 

conjectured 

knowledge claim.

It includes support 

from reliable 

literature that the 

problem being 

investigagted is 

important to a 

recognised 

audience.

Investigations, 

inquiries and/or 

research is a 

response to a 

problem.

It ends with useful 

suggestions how 

people might act in 

the future.

Merely describing 

the world as it is 

provides insufficent 

outcome.

The audience has 

been explicitly 

identified in term of 

assumed 

knowledge and 

understandable 

language.

Something that is 

research to one 

community may be 

well known by 

another.

The evidence 

offered in support 

of the knowlesge 

claim is convincing.

It would stand up in 

court.

It has a clearly 

identified event 

under investigation. 

This event has 

been scoped, 

defined and 

contrast using 

relaible literature.

What of research 

into things or 

objects?

It is thought that 

investigations are 

more spefic if 

objects are turned 

into events by 

adding a  time 

function.

The concept(ional 

frame) being used 

to think about the 

event under 

investigation has 

been made explicit 

by scoping, defining 

and contrasting it 

using reliable 

literature

What if I want to do 

a 360 degree 

investigation using 

many concepts?

It is thought that the 

more concepts 

used, the less well 

each is understood. 

It is not possible to 

get a 'gods eye' 

view of anything (ie 

one that includes all 

concepts).

The evidence 

includes (1) 

reasoning from 

experts, (2) reports 

from relaible 

witnesses (which 

includes statistics), 

(3) explanations-

why things 

happened, (4) 

counters to 

alternative 

explanations-why 

and (5) is inclusive 

of all stakeholders.

What of 

experiments?

Experiments are 

reports from 

witnesses, that is, 

reports of the 

results of a series 

of 'what if' events 

under controlled 

conditions.

The evidence uses 

the principle of 

'repeatable' either 

in the form of (1) 

'can be repeated by 

sceptics', (2) the 

same evidence is 

repeated in many 

cases (eg. 

witnesses), or (3) it 

follows a 

repeatable process 

(eg best practice).

What of interpretive 

research?

It is thought claims 

of knowledge have 

to be justified 

reasonably to a 

knowledgeable 

audience. There is 

still a need for 

personal 

interpretations to be 

the result of a 

repeatable 

repeatable rational 

process.

There is some 

evidence of 

learning emerging 

from the 

investigation 

process.

The idea that we 

can  investigate an 

event using no 

preconceived 

conceptions is 

thought impossible, 

but all 

investigations need 

to learn about the 

event and the 

concepts used to 

think about that 

event.

The evidence uses 

the concept of 

'comparison' as 

much as possible, 

for example, 

quantities are 

compared to 

standards, 

behavours 

compared to others 

and events 

reflected upon 

using concepts.

What of 

measurement?

Measurement is a 

comparison with 

standardised 

weights and 

measures.

Counter evidence 

has been discussed 

and refuted where 

possible.

Following an 

algorithm may not 

result in creative 

investigations

This may be more 

of an ex-post 

checklist

Investigations are 

about rigour!

They are also about 

creativity and fitting 

into the world of the 

intended audience.


